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Line 1: This letter is very faint. Line 2: There are faint traces here, but they defy elucidation. Line 3: These letters are very faint; of the epsilon only the lower left corner survives. Line 6: What appears to be the loop of a rho survives before the mu. It is not likely, I believe, that this is the upper loop of a beta. Line 7: Before the epsilon, the upper part of a diagonal survives, sloping down to the right. After the epsilon, there is a faint diagonal stroke sloping up to the right, perhaps part of a lambda. Line 8: Both letters are very faint; the iota, if it is such, is set well to the right and thus might instead be part of a nu. Line 9: There are no definite letter traces here; since the vertical spacing is slightly more than would be expected, a vacat seems likely between the end of one entry and the beginning of another. No public document of the 5th century seems to match this fragment, and it seems too substantial to be part of a private document. The only clue as to its content and context is in line 10, where the letters [.]EAA may suggest a reference either to the Hellespont or to the Hellenotamiai. As such, therefore, it may be part of an account in which the Hellenotamiai are the source or the recipient of funds, or of a document relating to land holdings, or of a list of Athenian casualties in the Hellespont and other regions. However, no published document in these categories having the same letter sizes and spacing is engraved non-stoichedon, as this is. This is inscribed in Ionic script, but the character of the letters suggests an early date. The polished face is a characteristic that many accounts, such as treasury inventories, share, but few, if any, decree stelai are so polished. What survives suggests a list of names in the nominative.
The hand is much like that of parts of the record of the confiscation and sale of the property of the Thirty Tyrants in 403/2 B.C. (Agora XIX, P2, fragmentsf andg Agora I 627 a + 1092), and the horizontal spacing is the same; the vertical spacing is less. It is possible that this fragment derives from the same stele as Agora XIX, P2, but toward the bottom of the stone. If so, the name in line 2 may be that of a purchaser of a confiscated property, rather than of the original owner, and line 1 may contain part of the description of the property. This is part of an opisthographic stele, more likely to be an account than a decree; the language of face B indicates, perhaps, a record of building operations. The marble, lettering, and spacing suggest that this may derive from the same series as Agora I 56474 but not from the same stele, since the thickness is considerably less than that of I 5647 and the top seems to be pedimental, whereas that of I 5647 is plain. Nevertheless, the date should be about the same as that of I 5647, that is, late in the 5th or early in the 4th century B.C. 
------------------------------,]po10 -------------------.]9ff01 -------------------------------.]k )vo [--------------------------.-----]Xvxt --------------------------------
(P1. 10). A fragment of Pentelic marble (I 6417) found on
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Line 1 This appears to be a treasury inventory. The spacing, letter forms, and sizes are almost the same as those of SEG XXI 558 (= Agora I 6458), also a treasury inventory, which was found in an adjacent grid square (P 15). Thus, this fragment may be the bottom of the same stele, but since SEG XXI 558 is thinner than this and yet, apparently, preserves its back, it seems at first sight unlikely that these two fragments derive from the same stele. However, the first editor of SEG XXI 558, Arthur Woodward, commented upon "the unusual thinness of this stele (assuming that the back has not been cut down)."6 My own examination of SEG XXI 558 suggests that it may, in fact, have been "cut down" and that its original back does not survive.
An approximate date is provided by the letter forms, which are the same as those of IG II2 1560A (dated to the 330s or 320s B.C.), IG II2 1532a (likely to be dated to 343/2 B.C.), and Agora I 226 (= Hesperia 3, 1934, pp. 3-4, no. 5), dated to 327/6 B.C., but neither this stone nor SEG XXI 558 can be part of any of these documents. It is thus best to treat it, as Woodward did (SEG XXI 558), as a treasury inventory of unusual type. Woodward also suggested (p. 184) that its findspot "not far from the Eleusinion" might indicate that it derived from the Eleusinion itself; if so, the same might be true of the fragment discussed here. Alternatively, its findspot, close to the Post-Herulian Wall, suggests that it may have originated on the Akropolis. ETOIX.
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Line 2: The alpha lacks any trace of a crossbar, but unless we are dealing with an abbreviation, it is difficult to envisage a lambda here. What the word may be that begins after the numerals is a puzzle: the only possible word that might remotely be connected with building operations is a{eqapoq, the awning of a theater.
This seems to lay out specifications for some kind of building but does not appear to belong with any of the known documents of this sort. The hand suggests that it should be dated to the middle of the 4th century B.C. or a little later.
The surviving text seems to be concerned with the dimensions of building blocks. The inscription is engraved non-stoichedon but gives the impression that it may be stoichedon because it includes the beginnings of lines. The exceptionally wide margin suggests that it derives from the bottom of the stele, or it could be part of a columnar document. Agora XIX, P54 (= Agora I 4833), a poletai document, is very similar in appearance and in spacing: note the shapes of the epsilon and the very ungainly nu; it is Pentelic marble, however, and so cannot be the home of this document. fin. s. IV/init. s. III a.
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The hand and spacing are close to those of Agora XIX, P54 (= Agora I 4833), a poletai record of the 3rd century B.C. 
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If IG II2 2332 is its home, it should derive from the upper part of the stele, where demotics are not always preserved. 
